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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-9 and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Huck, US Patent 5970230. 

As in Claims 1 and 14, Huck teaches the method of layering a link generated 
from a base site upon a subsequently accessed site to provide access from the 
subsequently accessed site to a site directly associated with the base site (Column 4, 
lines 24-30), producing a sensory recognizable icon identifying the link (Figure 3) and 
causing the link and the sensory recognizable icon to be available to a user when the 
user accesses the subsequently accessed site after accessing the base site 
("incorporates information about the referring Page within the screen that will display the 
Destination Page to the operator", Column 2, lines 15-19). 

As in Claims 2 and 15, Huck teaches the site directly associated with the base 
site is the base site (Referring URL, Figure 1 , steps 10-18). 

As in Claim 3, Huck teaches the link is contained within a transferable object 
(Figure 1, steps 12-16). 

As in Claim 4, Huck teaches the transferable object is an applet ("a program 
which ... incorporates information about the referring Page within the screen that will 
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display the Destination Page to the operator", Column 2, lines 13-17 and Figure 1 , steps 
12-16). 

As in Claim 6, Huck teaches the method of receiving, at a first site, a signal from 
a user in response to the user activating a first link on the first site (user accesses Site B 
from Site A Fig. 3a to 3b), the first link being associated with a second site (Site B) and 
the activating causing the user to be directed to the second site (Figure 3b), generating 
an applet comprising a return recognizable icon (Site A Ref. 50) and link associated with 
the first site and a sensory transferring the applet to the second site and causing the 
applet to be operational within the second site (Column 4 lines 30-58). 

As in Claim 7, Huck teaches receiving, within the applet, a second signal from a 
user activating the return link within the applet at the second site and in response to 
receiving the second signal, causing the user to be re-directed to the first site (Selecting 
Ref. 50 resulting in a display similar to Figure 3d). 

As in Claim 8, Huck teaches receiving, at the second site, a signal from a user in 
response to the user activating a second link on the second site, the second link being 
associated with a third site and the activating causing the user to be directed to the third 
site (Figure 3c and corresponding text from Column 4) generating an applet comprising 
a return link associated with the first site and a sensory recognizable icon (Site A Ref. 
50) and transferring the applet to the third site and causing the applet to be operational 
within the third site (Column 4, lines 40-48). 

As in Claim 9, Huck teaches receiving, within the applet, a second signal from a 
user activating the return link within the applet at the third site, and in response to 
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receiving the second signal, causing the user to be re-directed to the first site (Column 
4, lines 49-58). 

As in Claim 16, Huck teaches the sensory recognizable indicia comprises a 
recognizable logo (Figure 3, Ref. 43-45 and 50-52 and corresponding text). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5, 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huck, US Patent 5970230 and further in view of Miller, US Patent 6613100. 

As in Claims 5, 10 and 12, Huck discloses transmitting previously reviewed web 
site links to a subsequently viewed site displayed as sensory icons capable of moving 
within a window displaying the subsequently accessed site (Column 4 lines 30-58). 
While Huck teaches previously viewed link display, they fail to show the placing of the 
link icon above the content of the currently viewed page as recited in Claims 10 and 12. 
In the same field of the invention, Miller teaches a dynamic interface with previously 
viewed site links similar to that of Huck. In addition, Miller further teaches displaying the 
links above the content of the current, subsequently viewed site (Ref. 270, Figure 2A). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Huck and Miller before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the layering of 
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icons representing links to the previously viewed site upon a subsequent site taught by 
Huck to include the display of links above the page content of Miller, in order to obtain a 
icon representing a link to a previously viewed site above the content of a subsequently 
accessed site. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because 
an instant visual indication of the presence of the link, seeing as it is typical to read a 
page beginning at the top, would have been obtained, as taught by Miller. 

As in Claim 1 1 , Huck teaches the applet, when operational within the second 
site, further causes the sensory recognizable icon to move within a window displaying 
the content appearing on the second site (Column 4 lines 30-58). 

As in Claim 13, Huck teaches the applet, when operational within the third site, 
further causes the sensory recognizable icon to move within a window displaying the 
content appearing on the third site (Column 4 lines 30-58). 

5. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Huck, 
US Patent 5970230. 

Huck discloses transmitting previously reviewed web site links to a subsequently 
viewed site displayed as sensory recognizable icons. Huck fails to teach the sensory 
recognizable indicia comprising a recognizable color as recited in the claims. Within the 
field of the invention, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to represent 
the links using a recognizable color as is often done in html using text underlined in blue 
or other colors. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because 
a visual alert of a link within the page would have been obtained. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach similar interface construction of web pages using applets that link to 
previously viewed sites. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara M Hanne whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0703. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-4:00pm, off on 
alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R Herndon can be reached on (703) 308-5186. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free), 
smh / 



